Exhibit L

e PBI HHS etc) ”Sidte" (w}mh mcluded thc Governor, Commumty He;alth State Pohcc ctc}
“Local" (which included local health officials as well as Tospital admimstratow and Canadmn

i Winch mcluded both law enfoscunmt and he‘xith repr t;sentatwcs}

Pammpmtq at. thcse tableq were encouraged to raise leuai and pr aci;ca} 1S‘§UE:S whxh

L ";W{,rc then p1 eqcnted f‘m {imusqmﬁ and rt,c;pome 10 the other paz'nczpant g,roupq Amoncr thc

_-_ihclt c,ouid be pi()Vlde durmgg an emcrg:,ﬂ,my Wlth the ’i)est mformatfon av c‘u%abi

[Nl E

_'_The; folfowm_g'qt;estlons were posed tQ'the I..;eg’al Tahlc:'(At_iorney Generai_}:' :

O uéstioﬁ SRR

T Answer -

o Ma,y h()Splt&i? force ‘S‘fdf‘f o treat
| infected patients or take samples

for Edbomtory_tcstm g7

In order to'compel anyone to take action,
an order pursuant to state law, in Michlgan
being sections 2451 and 2251 of the
Public Hc:aith Code would rieed to be,
issued. Ifa pcrson stifl! tefused to
wmply, a specific court order. wau}é need
to be issued or a person could be

'thlcatc,md with arrest since a vzolatmn of
| the issued orqu are m;sdcmmnm 5. The

state could also scr;d s own emp}oycu; to
mveshgatu and colica s&mpleq undez Rule

off' c,xaIc; couid do kacwrc;e

737 'Staté s

Do pub}ie., oi‘ﬁcmls havc the ligjzt '_
o obtdm or dc,mand tha, names -

: :_: '_ ;-employecs who may havc left the
| hospital and may have been
' _'expased to small pox?

Again, it was noted that the Mlbﬁlgan
Public Healih C(}dﬁg MCL 3332241,

| provides for the issuance of an O?dﬁl o

| obfain ary needed informiation: Tn

addition, Rilé325.174 and Mlchlg,du

i Compiled Law 333.2231 require the

dmc]osure of tdmt;ficatlon mfomat;cm of

| persons cxpoqed to a commumcabic

disease,

EAre internet: qaies of Vaccme‘;
IR testricted or proh1b1t(,d by state or
fc,dm al law?

Under state Idw MCLBS% 1(2% thc o

Atftorney. General, at the requiest. of the

_ Depm tment of Commumty Haafth “could
| seek an éx parie mjun{‘tlon ag;am‘;t the

owmr of a website or thc mternet service
pmvidex to prevent the unlawful practice
of’ medwmc, of’ pharma,cy The Aftomey
General in the State of Mmh;gaﬂ would
work c]ose?y with thg Food and Drug,

o Adﬂliﬂ!%tl Hti()l’l Siﬁ()(i mo&t W’Gb"'iifﬁ‘? aI@ S




A ) - O .IOCdtGd outqide ihe St&te owamgcm
+ Local © - T?m qm,suon mvolvcs petentzai No specific state law was located that is
PO conflicts between state and local directed towards the reschution of -
L L health officials. T one instance it -conﬂlctmg decisions or orders betwveen
""" B o is asked whether the focal health state and local public health officials. In
| officer could order the all tikelihood, such a disagreement oceur,
s ©lecancellation of a public event it | an order of the ‘goverrior would be sought
B dppmval to-hold the g g:,atheungj "has and, if 1ssu<,d wouid wnxt;tute tbc law in
""" L | been granted by the state thzc,‘ staie ' ' : :
R | authority. Similarly, what'if there |~
S | is a disagreement between the
e | decision to order vaccinations
S U between local and state officials, : S =
-5 Canadian’| May a Michigan quarantine order Imtxaliyv it was nc;ted that there isno legal
. | 'beenforced in'Canada? And asa- | basis L’ﬁldé,l state’ law for the enforcement
""" - follow-up, if a criminal warrant -~} of a quar antine order i in anothcr state or
| 'were dssued for a violation of a country. However, if an arfest warrant
| quarantine order, could that were issued, depcndm,g_, on treaty
~ .| criminal warrant be enforced or provisions, Oritario pohce Wcmld be asked
| exécuted in Canada? to cxccuto thc., arrcst
_____ 6 | Canadian | Given HIPAA's strict limitations Pursuam 10 Ru!ea §64 512, HIPAA
S on the disclosure of health regulations may be waived during certain
SRR | information, may Michigan public health emergencies or it the event
B - inform Canadian public health | ofa bioterrorist attack. Therefore, it was
R o officials that an individual defermined that in‘this scénario thc
R - mfe,cteci or exposed to a dzqoa‘;c mformdhon could be d;fsclmed {0 an
. o Was 1t Cdflacia‘? .ofﬁcxal in (‘anada who zs ac;tmg, in -
R ER collaboration with and af the dnc:(:t(on ofa
e pubhc healih authomy
-7 4 State 'Iu the evmf of an emer g,ency, _the 'Thc Suprune Ccn;rl anwv' ' red that urldu
RN R 1egal system would be nﬁpacted : exxstmg court rules (1. IOS), the chief
B | due to the closing of courts and | judge could suspend any deadline in order
; -‘the ‘expiration ¢f filingand to pmteu{ the rights’ of litigants and to
"""" ~ o | response deadlines. How would | prevent any injustice due to the expiration
| litigants be protected in an event of a cox._r_rt_;_mposud deadhm IO
ool of anemergency? _ - .
8 | State | It'is assumed that the imedia has, o T{he Attomc*y Geuet di re%ponded that
S requiested copies of - : under Section 13 of the Mickigan ..
4 correspondence, & mails and other - Freedom of [nf’ommhon Act conﬁdentia
R '-matcriaig relating to-an 1nfonnat10n is exempt from disclosure.
1 emergency. The Department of' { The Public Health Code, MCL 333.2601,
“ 4 Community Health asks whether | deals with confidentiality of medical
.| they can deny such a request - information, ‘However, sonie im‘ommtz(m '
-------- - under existing Fréedom of with a;spropna%c redacﬁons x\fould_ﬂccd to
| Information Act laws. | be disclosed if the director had not
1o : : declared the investigations to be -
conﬁd_;ntmi under Sectmn 26,31 of the
______ Public Healﬁh Codc, T 'he director could




also kccp mformatm canﬁdcnha[ as part
of an imminent dangcr order issued under
Sections 225'{ of 24"’51 of t‘h(, P‘ubhc

e

< state, can'the hospstal legally

refuse to allow critxcally illor
Co mjured patiems 11‘110 thelr fauhty

T L - | Health Code. L
1 Local - May hcalth pmwdemm one | Itwas detem;med fhd‘t the qucsm(m ef
v ] community be used at another credentialing would bé left to the hospital
--------- | community where they do not In the event of 4 declar a’mm of a disaster
' ha‘ve hospital pnvﬂegcs? or'émergency; the; Governor coul d direct
SR ] R | that privileges be provided. L
10: 1 Local - May d;l.l.OiSplf‘di "lock dowr}" its R was determined that a hoqpltal may not,
Cop i facility incorder to keep staff and | onits own, order a quaranting or in any
{ visitors restricted in the event of | way restram the movernent of ;ndwrdual 8.
o the oui‘m eak ofa communicable” | Instead an order wcuid rieed to be sought
| disease? from theTocal or state- heaith authorities
R | under Sections 2451 and 2453 of the
_ Public Health Cadé in order fo keep
""" individualsin a rastrzctcd area durmg an
| epideinic, Hosp}tdl officials alse expressed
caution that any self-imposed lock down
could lf.,ad to cvil liability for fajse
;mpri‘;onmem or C*Veén' posalble cnmma!
Ll action. - : ;
Local - o :'May Li‘ossratory ofﬁcml% be f:orced It was detwmmcd f(}r thc most paz’t these
Con Lo [ to perforim tests mvoivmg, invalve 'L,'mpIOymcnt issues and that
| material which was deemed to be | individuals normaily cotld not be
SL | exposed to a coutayous discase compdlcd to perform suich tasks. It was
| and whether pilots could be forced | suggested that a direct order could be -
...... 17| o trangport samples to the C;mtc issued and the employee nofified that the *
Co 1ab‘7 -refusai to-exercise thur ipronfﬂblhtxc’e
L could lead to dismissal. However, if the
emplayee stlii refused, alternative 1 means
| would need to be found in orderto .
| conduct neccqqa;y ?eqts or transport] ab
R R : Sl qampies e :
Local | May a hospital refuse to allow a__| It was concluded that i d{)cior muld be
Lol doetor without privileges to deemed an agent of the Department of
SN | practice at the facility for the Community Health and, as such, the
T | reason that the hospital's _ hmpltai would be. requned to provide
R S ma}practlce insurance did not: access. In the event of 4 declaration of an
o - | over such individuals? Given emergency or disaster, the State”
S - I such liability concerns may the | Emergency Management Act would
L - state compel to the hospltai to - Dprovide protection against itabihty, :
v grant puvﬂag,,esf?’ : | although the state could not agree to o
| - § mdcmmiy the hmpltai m tho ownt af a
13 Loeal ~ "If the hospital is in a iockdc}wn | It was conciudg,d fhat 1f the a‘mbuiaﬁcc is

| not owhed by the hospital or is already on

hmpitai gmunds 1t may be di\rcﬂcd to

2 'E\Ir{ AL A {f the ambulance is (m h()&;pztal_.-_ :




‘ambulances? gmunds it may be dwerted Ifthe, h()b‘p}‘i’d]
T does not have adequate staff or facilities..
Howwcr if the %1(}<;plial 18 detmad to hive
resources it must perform sereeningsiand -
| stabilize the patient before tr am,portmg:, r the
b ] patient 10 another fagility,
14} Local | May a travel ageticy be compelled | The Attorniey General determined that a
SUpe o release the names of individuals public health inspection warrant could be-
| who have attended a'mesting at | dssued under state law, MCL 333.2242, to
g ;whzch it is believed that the 1 atravel ageney requirmg the disclosure of
-1 attendees were c?_\_po_se_d toa. { information. Should the a&cncy refuseto
! communicable disease?- comply, it would be necessary to petition |
S ' ' B the court fm an mdu wmpeihng tha, '

R PO T I E : : dlscloqure ' :

SIS Local o May 4 ‘hosp;tal aﬂow pe:rsom not It was determmed that oniy vf a
S Heensed to practice medicine, declaration of an emiergency weré issued -
o . such as velerinarians and. denhstf; could such-individuals be allowed to -

R | to perform procedures-on - practice miedicing arzd even ihen it wouié
R ER 'mdiwduais being treated at the haveto bc Ui‘ldLY thc dzrcctlon of a
SERTE T _hosp;talr? o licensed phyxm(m ' L
167 Local ' Whose: responmbﬁﬁy i to ‘It was detérmined that néi‘maily d Tocal of -
S| notify Canadian health officials in | state health official would have the i
i theevent a Canadian citizen is rcsponsﬂ*nlﬂy of making proper.
- .'expose{} t6a communicable notification. Such policy should be
disease in the United States, but is. detummcd in advance of such dn event -
~ | believed to have returned fo hz% and ap'pmpr}a'tc 'm'mtac,t pcrsons 1dent1hed
N B home in. Canada? - 1in Canada and other states.
117 1 Local - | Is the local health cicpdrtmem - |t was determined that there is no 1aw
Cohpel ot Jegally obligated to provide food which expms\fy pmwdééwllo s
| and other necessities to responsible for ensuring that necessitics |
| individuals who are quaranimed 1 suchias food and water dre provided. 'As a
| and is an indiwduai who is o practmaﬁ matter, the local health officials B R TE
" | quarantingd: protcoteci fzorri”” <4 ‘would provide such necessities. Qucst;omj e
L 'employment dlsmlssal‘? of reimbursement for costs would be
' deiermmcd at 4 later time. Similarly,
there is no law expre%‘iy protecting
employees fzf_(_)_m employment dismissal,
S However, again it was. determined thatin
o the event of an emergency an executive
..... o order could be issued prohibiting such
. dismissals and also providing for the
S : te;mbursement of costs incidental to
s e B SO SERE 'mspondm‘g; fo an emergency ot disaster.
o418 Local May a hmilth Gﬁ;ccr ot mudicai The FESpONSeE i that such action canonly .|
o oS examiner order the crem&tmn of a | be taken pursuant toan Qrde:r issued by the
e body without obtaining | Govermor after the déclaration of : an
= permission from the m)medlate “ | emergency or disaster. In such instances,
fa:mﬂy‘? it'is believed that the state would bc
_____ : responmb‘lc fcu aH coqtq R




b

'May pubhs: health authoritteq o

~inthe fac;hty d‘oqcnt a quaaariimu
'Oi:derr?

1333.2453, au‘{hmiges alocal health

_;' ia hospitai in thc, cfasc of an cpldc:m;c ----- O

' Thc Attomey Crer;eral msponded ’that like
| access information” usualiy _ i any govemmmt agency, the Fﬁurth
) available to Taw enforcement Amendment would restrict the activities of
i ‘officers when pursuing potentidl piiblic heal th authorities in the same way ;
] witnesses or victims who have - as it would any pohw ag,mcy 1 a public
-1 been exposed to a contagious ‘health authority is working in conjunction
-} virus and are such authorities ‘with the police it would also be able to
.'qubgect to Fourth Amendmcnt access databases normaﬂy ava;labic to Taw -
i restrictions? o | enforcement officers. ol
200 3fL_O_¢a]_ “ Do wunty 1311 inmates have any : 'Nomlaliy, inmates do not have any 105:,&1
] tegal rights to demand to be +rights to dcmdnd movement.. H()wwcr
-4 moved to another. facﬂiiy when it | state and county officials havethe
| is believed that a contagious virus reqponssbzhty to-ensure that mmaﬁeﬂz are
| has been mtwdumd mithe . - _plotcctcd and not ummccqsmly expmc,d
-facﬂity> 1 'to any heaith nsks The decision as to
whether the inmates need to be moved.
will be left 10 Tocal and state health
officials Wozkmgﬁ in eon}uncﬁon wﬂh Jm}
o adininistrators,
_ Cariﬁd.ié;n' 'Do Mlchigan pubhc health | The Attorney. Gmet al wspondcd thdt any.
| statutes apply to Canadian CIti?cns- person in the _S_tc_ite of Michigan. would be
[ Whiic v1<;rtmg, the state" subject to such laws, qabjut to con@ulate '
| notification. .
22 |- State - -_What 1cgd§ authon‘ry dopolice | 1fthe ae,fzons of the. mdiwduai amount o5 4
7 have to use force in order 10 crime; and in Togny instances 4 violation
R 'compcl vaccmaﬁon or enfor e a of an emergency order of the Governor or
B -qua; anting @rder‘? certain orders of the Public Health
[T : Dcpfzrtmen are misdcmeanors then the
_____ police can use the necessary | foree to affect
an arrest, k(:cpmg, in mifid fhdt fatal forcc:
"""" e cannot be used to a'lrcst on a
g SRR oo isdemeanor .
[ 23 [State | Who bas the authority to issue a | The Attorney General rcsponécd that if
SR B _detamer order, what is'the scope health officials conciude that imminent
| of the au’ihorlty, what standards | danger is present or action i necessary to
i are used and what enforcernent. | control an epidemic, hcalth officials ¢an
. icanbe taken in thie ¢vent an Grdcr issue an order under state law, MC L
Cei] s vw}atgd‘? 3332251 or 332, 245% to effectweiy
detain or a,xciude persons from-a hospital,
To zef’use to obey a lawful pu‘nhc health
‘order is a:misdemeanar, MCL 339.1299. |
If the viol atmn ocCurs in tho pr ‘esence of a
‘police officer, force not rising to deadly
8 E ey | force, can bie used to affect an arfest.
| 24 | Local - _May a hOS]‘)ital kcep its employpeb The Atforney General responded that at -

Michigan law,: MCL 3332451 and

depar tment 10 1$5U€ an of der to lock down :




State

Md‘y pohc;e 5a1n access to

| information provided to pu‘{)hc
o health auihomms as part’ ofa
Sl _crzmmal investi gatzon‘?

: H}PAA does not pmhz‘mt the qhaxm gof

information W}th police under such

; citcumstances. - Szmtlariy, state law, MCL
_333 2433 ailowq the sharing of mcdlmi
_mfo;matlon in such instances.

- | suspected smallpox be: :

- | comimunicated ‘éhmug,h the: IMN '

| system and Tow would officers be:
| motified via the LEIN that a _

| person may have been exposed fo

| smallpox so that they may protect

- themselves when approachmg thdt

; -1ndw1duai7 -

Local 'May pu‘blzc heaith ofﬁma The Attorney General mspcnded that state
R, ovemdc a {amﬂy request to remm:' 'an MCL fSO }600(1), onily mqmrm '
S| enlinfected body and what funcral dlrcctorq to pmvidc a service.upon
f ~ o recourse do pubim health ofﬁcm S agr c(,mcm Admamstraﬁva Rule 3251141
) haveto compe'E funeral homes to -pmwde% thdt a‘smallpox victim's body '
o | take such bodies fer cr ematmu or | cannot be transported unless embalmed

R storageﬂ o | and disinfected. The Goveror, through
S ' ' | an ekecutive order; however, can compel
U e | state officials or national guard to take
o charge of and éispt)sc of a body The -
S Governor ¢an also suspend state law

i requiring a body bc rdeascd foz rehgmug

S . burial. - e '
Staté 3May mfommtmﬁ co’nccmmg) LEIN cmﬂd be used as a vehtcle to ‘;end

: admimsaratlvs messages or bulletins to

any Michig gan law enforcement dgency.

'Vchacles or subjects who may have be,en :
: expmcd toa e,cimmumcablc disease could |
be identified and noteé in the (Commem‘a)

hcid of Ehe I. EEN msssage  . :




8 : :;Thg foliowmg.p quwtzanq were poqed to the f;ana{iun tabk,

' The C‘anadsan ‘table responded ﬁnat they

of a4 aommumcabic dzsea%e inthe

o United cHz«)ﬁtc’;::&; Wouid C‘ anadlan -

7 Customs' officials begin stopping:
b pe:@plc at the border and o

| prohibiting them fmm entering,

| into. Cdlzada'- :

this stage of the ovtbleak there would be
no dosmg of tht bmder H{}W@V@i,

potentaai hea.Eth Issues would ‘o{; s.efeticd _
| to the Iocal pubhc health oiﬁczais '

s L’Q_c-a_l- An Ammc:an CE{LZGH 18 found to
S PR have been exposed to. andis would_k_caﬁ the individual and make
FERERE i _fshowmgg symptomis of smallpox | arrangements to sent the paré;ﬁﬁ backto
it - | while in Canada. Thc ques&om the United States when it was determined
ST | raised are; : | that the person. wuid Sdfcty be: -
-~ L Would the individual be treated | transported. "The. question’as to whetber
L “Lin Canada or be mqu;red toreturn | the' person would be allowed to enter the _
e ERREE () the Umtcd States for treatment? Umtcci States would need to be addressed 1
SRR B “Would U.S. border officials by the United Stites Emm;gmﬁon and
e S refuse his ennymto the, United - Customs off@1a]€: - S
..--_1::-_.'_-_fbfatﬁb€7 e . . RSN
2| State. | What legal bamem cxist to the (‘dnadxan ofﬁcsaiswsponded that thc
e | transporting of an infected body of | transport of an infected body into ‘Cangda“ |
SR a Canadian citizen into Canada? mayu,qu;re the apptoval of the local.
SH Ll x coroner: Local funeral homes would also
SRR _ need to b&, notified in the event 7
EEE precautions were required and &dhEI ence
A to the federal smallpox contingency plan -
SRR L pc:rtatinm,g, to'the dmposal and handling of -
EIVIE PER e dcoeascd bodies would bé followed. It
o was suggested that the foiiowmg website
S ' may angtwer this question. www.he-s
s sC.gC. ca/cnghsh/epl/contmgjemy plai%
RN EIEEPE P BT S o anmex Hitml. - ;.
37| State: | Can state and local public health | The Canadian. iab}e respond(,d 1hat based
ST MR _-ofﬁcm‘is share health information | on informiation from the Attarney
B o about exposed Canadians with - General's Office that HIPAA- 1€:guiat103'1§§' '
S e b Canadian health offi_ciais under wouid be waived i in th(, eventofan
Sy COUTIHIPAAT ‘emergency under Rule 164,512, it was
e oo | believed that that information could be
S % dlsclascd to-an ofﬁom‘i ofa formgn TR
A TSI B | governiment. ST -
4| State. - .May a (“andézdn law @nforcemcm { The Canadian tabie wspondcd ﬂ’i‘ii an
| e official detain a suspected Iilf@ctcd mdmduai crossing into Canada would be'
R o _md;vzdual who has ¢rossed into detamed urider a Cangdian-issued
S 0| Canada and do Canadian laws quarantine. 1t was also determined that
e | prevent Canadian health ofﬁcml% 1 Canadidn law does not prevet the sharing -
S EE | from Shaﬁng health mformatmn of information in the event of a medical
SRR o with health (}fﬁcza}s it the United | emer ;:,emy provided thiat thepm(m =
B S _Smtm‘? o receiving the information agrced 10 keep
S : o ke information confidential,
S50 State 'Assumifxg that there is.an outbreak | The Canadian officials resp(mded that at




1 _'S__T.a.te : _Can the Ca’nddian 'do’cto’z be S The {’edemi taﬁbie rcphed that the oriteria
E R 'compcnﬁated for vaccine for being covered under the smallpox
| complications under the United - vaceination progxam inctudes the ;
States compensation plan? =~ | requirement that the mdt\fidual vaccmated'

| 'have voluntesred to be vaccmatgd prior
to the time at whlch the seci"etary {Gf
HHS} pubhc}y annouces an active case:
of smaﬂpox has been 1dcni1fied M (42

' wen'}rm prcsmfed ihc Canadmn doctor

Sl opr Obably would not be ehyble However,
1 if the doctor was vaccinated sooner, and
~]in"a role Jdcr;‘tzf edina. qmailpox
eMErgency. response pian R he or she -

T EE T R L T e should be eligible. L

120 [ State | Howis ahospital compensated for | There is no broadly appl;cabl
ik | itsloss of business following a - | compensation plan currently in place
- ;smaﬂpox outbreak? " There is some Canadian precedent for

: post- -disease legislation to Compensate
: hot;p_ital.s, bt it isuncertain that that -
| would be repeated in the United States.




